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COPY of Correspondence with the Board of Trade relative to the Repair 
and Maintenance of Poolbeg Lighthouse, in the Port of Dublin. 



— No. 1. — 



Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



(H. 1077.) 



Board of Trade, Harbour Department,. 

Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 

Sir, 20 February 1874. 

I am directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 15th ultimo, calling attention to the question of certain repairs now found 
to be necessary at Poolbeg Lighthouse, the expense of which the Dublin Port 
and Docks Board have proposed should be charged to the Mercantile Marine 
Fund, and requesting the instructions of this department in the matter. 

The Board have given their consideration to the documents submitted in your 
letter, and I am now to convey to the Commissioners of Irish Lights the following 
observations. 

It will be in the recollection of the Commissioners that when the arrangement 
as to the temporary occupation of the North Wall premises, pending the con- 
struction of the new Lighthouse Stores at Kingstown, was entered into in June 
1 87, provision was made for placing the Poolbeg Lighthouse and premises in a 
permanent and thorough state of repair. 

The repairs then agreed upon were, as the Commissioners are aware, of a very 
substantial character, being designed, as intimated in my letter of the 1st June 
1870, to meet the recommendation of Mr. Stoney in his report of the 24th 
February 1869, “ to make a complete job, and have done with it, once for all.” 

In authorising an arrangement under which the cost of these repairs, esti- 
mated at 2,500/., was to be charged to the Mercantile Marine Fund, the Board, 
therefore, was justified in believing that no further repairs could be required at 
the Lighthouse Station in question till its surrender into the hands of the Port 
Board. The transfer however has, as the Commissioners know, been retarded by 
the difficulties experienced by them in obtaining a suitable site for the new 
buildings, and the present unexpected claim upon the Mercantile Marine Fund 
has thus arisen. 

These circumstances were not provided for, because they were not foreseen 
by either the Commissioners or by the Port Board, and the case therefore seems 
to the Board of Trade to be one which may best be adjusted by a compromise. 
They can only ask the Commissioners to co-operate with this department in the 
endeavour to bring about a satisfactory settlement of the question, and suggest 
the desirability of their placing themselves in communication with the Port Board 
with the view, if possible, of inducing them to accept a sum down (instead of 
their present claim), and to take over the light at once. 

In the event of fresh legislation being found requisite, there would probably he 
no difficulty in obtaining an alteration of the law. 

The papers transmitted with your letter are herewith returned. 



The Secretary to the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) T. H. Farrer. 
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CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO 



— No. 2. — 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 1385.) 

Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-street, 
Sir, Dublin, 25 February 1874. 

I have to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 20th instant, on subject of 
certain repairs now found necessary at Poolbeg Lighthouse, and I am to state 
this Board will place itself in communication with the Port and Docks Board, 
with the view of coming to some satisfactory arrangement with that Board, as 
to the expenditure necessary to be incurred to place it in a condition of per- 
manent repair. 

I am, See. 

The Assistant Secretary, (signed) W. Zees. 

Harbour Deparment, Board of Trade. 



- No. 3. — 



Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 



(H. 1949.) 



Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-street, 
Sir, Dublin, 21 March 1874. 

With reference to your letter of 20th ultimo, on subject of the question of 
certain repairs now found necessary at Poolbeg Lighthouse, I am directed to 
acquaint you the Commissioners at once forwarded copy of your letter for con- 
sideration of the Dublin Port and Docks Board, and stating their willingness to 
have a conference for final settlement of the matter ; I am to enclose copy of 
their reply. 

The Commissioners deemed it advisable to direct their engineer to carefully 
examine the base of the above structure, and report in full, submitting estimate 
of probable cost for putting the lighthouse premises in a permanent and lasting 
state of repair ; also to Bubmit plans. 

I enclose copy of that officer’s preliminary report, under date 9th instant, copy 
of which was transmitted to the Port Board at once, and whose reply thereto is 
embodied in their letter above referred to. I am also to forward copy of Mr. 
Sloan e’s further report, under date 20th instant, and am to state the Com- 
missioners, at their meeting held on yesterday, having carefully considered the 
entire subject, direct me to say that, observing the great difference of opinion 
between Mr. Stoney, engineer to the Port Board, and Mr. Sloane, it may be 
worthy of deliberation, whether it would not be advisable for the Board of Trade 
to request Mr. Douglass, engineer to the Trinity House, or some other 
thoroughly competent engineer, to come over to Ireland and examine the con- 
dition of the lighthouse, and confer with Mr. Sloane on the subject. I am to 
add the plans will be forwarded on Monday next. 



The Assistant Secretary, • 
Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) IV. Lees. 
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Enclosure 1, in No. 3. 

Port and Docks Office, Dublin, 

Sir, _ 20 March 1874. 

Referring to your letter of the 25th ultimo, and its enclosure, from the Board of 
Trade under date the 20th ultimo, and also your further letter of the 10th instant, 
enclosing copy of a report from the engineer to the Commissioners of Irish Lights, in 
which that officer recommends the immediate removal of the four large blocks recently 
placed at the base of Poolbeg Lighthouse, I am directed to acquaint you, for the infor- 
mation of the Commissioners of Irish Lights, that the Dublin Port and Docks Board have 
given these communications their best consideration, and they have accordingly instructed 
me to state, that with every desire to meet the views of the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights, and the Board of Trade, they regret they cannot depart from the terms of the 
arrangement entered into with your Commissioners and the Board of Trade of 1st June 
1870, aud 20th November 1872. 

With regard to Mr. Sloane’s suggestion, I am to observe that the Board are unable to 
concur in that officer’s opinion, and they are strengthened in this view by their engineer 
having informed them that the blocks in question are a protection to the Jio-htkouse 
tower and essential to its safety. At the same time it. may be necessary to remind the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights, that, the responsibility to maintain this lighthouse, &c., 
remains with them ; and this Board is therefore not at liberty to interfere with any 
course your Commissioners may feel it their duty to adopt. 

Upon the subject of placing these blocks, I am to request you will be good enough to 
refer the Commissioners to my letter of the 7th August 1873. 

The Secretary to the I am, &c. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. (signed) iV. Proud, Secretary. 



Enclosure 2, in No. 3. 



Irish Light Office, Dublin, 

•Sir, 9 March 1874. 

As directed by the Board on Friday, I visited Poolbeg Lighthouse on Saturday, and 
have in preparation a report and descriptive drawings, illustrative of the present state of 
the base, and my proposal for its repair. These I will take an early opportunity of laying 
before the Board ; but, pending the decision of the Commissioners, I beg to ask you to 
move that immediate steps be taken to have the two large blocks placed in December 
last and the two placed in February on south-east side of base removed. They have 
fallen away from the base, and a strong tide runs between them and it, cutting a channel 
in the strand or beach, which further tends to the displacement of the blocks composing 
the breakwater. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) John S. Sloonc 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



Enclosure 3, in No. 3. 



Irish Lights Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 20 March 1874. 

As directed by the Board, I visited Poolbeg Lighthouse at low- water on last Saturday 
week, and made a survey and careful inspection of the building and its base ; in the 
former, I could not detect any signs that would lead me to entertain fears for its safety, 
but the latter is rapidly breaking up and becoming a mass of ruin. 

Of several causes for this disintegration, I respectfully submit the chief to be, the 
washing away of the shore or beach on which the surrounding base stands, forming, 
as it were, caves underneath the concreted blocks of masonry, of which the breakwater is 
composed, each wave driving before it a quantity of air, which becoming violently aud 
snddenly compressed, in its efforts to escape, rends the mass asunder, especially at the 
comparatively weak lines of junction ; this added to the backwash or draft, the rarification 
of the air, the great weight of the blocks and their position on the sloping bottom, has 
caused these masses of the breakwater to leave the vertical base of the tower on the 
southern side. 

189. a 3 ln 
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6 CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO 

In the absence of any means of arriving at the state of the beach underneath the base 
of the tower, or the depth to which the base extends, I can only infer that an idea may be 
justly entertained that it is to a certain extent undermined, as a large quantity of com- 
paratively small rubble stone that was placed in the cavity caused by the breakwater 
leaving the base, and which, the lightkeeper informed me, filled it to the surface 
level, has subsided. I cannot suppose that these stones went to seaward in the face of the 
opposing forces I have mentioned, but as the fact of their having is evident, I can only 
suppose that there was sufficient space beneath the tower for their accommodation ; and 
their subsidence into that space may have greatly assisted in preserving it from overthrow, 
when, as the lightkeeper asserts, the glasses shook on the lamps; and his wife assured me 
she had to fly with her children (out of bed) to the assistant’s dwelling for safety. 

As a means of arresting the rupturing of the breakwater, four large blocks of concrete 
were placed on the south side, two in December last, and two early in last month ; these 
have left their positions, and from the strong current that rushes between them and the 
outer line of the breakwater, at the ebb and flow of the tide, particularly at the latter, 
tending still further to undermine it, they are becoming hourly more destructive, and should 
be removed without loss of time. 

Having described the state in which I found the works, I beg to submit a drawing, 
No. 1 ; and in conclusion,' I beg the attention of the Commissioners to the fact, that 
engineers have long been engaged in the consideration of the best means of composing 
masses of concrete, rubble masonry, or beton, sufficiently large as by their gravity to 
oppose the disturbing influences of waves or currents, and in several instances their 
efforts have been successful, much depending on the depth of water, nature of bottom, 
force of wave or current, and length and direction of “ send ” of sea. 

The principle applied in this case is similar to one patented in 1858 by a Lieutenant 
Manico, under the name of “ Caissons de Fer,” adapted for the construction of floating 
docks, and especially for erecting works on dangerous sand banks, and was offered to 
the Trinity House as being applicable to erecting beacons on the Goodwin Sands, but 
declined by that Corporation. The experiment as tried at Poolbcg has to a great extent 
been a failure, although works of the description were constructed as far back as 1748 
at Toulon with successful results. I will now submit a design as directed by the Com- 
missioners, and preface my reasons for adopting it for their consideration, by some extracts 
from a work on marine engineering by Mr. Stevenson, of Edinboro’, who has had large 
experience and practice in that particular branch. 

Speaking of the requirements for marine masonry, he states, “ What is wanted in sea 
work of the ordinary kind, which neither consists of framed carpentry, nor lias been ren- 
dered monolithic by the use of cement, is, that each stone shall gravitate freely, and 
transmit its pressure unimpaired to those below it. If, therefore, a pier could be so 
constructed, that on the abstraction of a stone at the bottom, the whole vertical section 
of masonry resting upon it should at once sink, so as to fill up the void, the perfection of 
marine masonry would be attained, because the lower courses would then bear the un- 
reduced weight of the upper, and would therefore be the less easily abstracted; the 
difficulty of pulling out any stone would then be proportional to its distance from the top 
of the wall.” 

In another portion of his work, treating of buildings on soft or sandy foundations, the 
author says, “ The general slope of a fragmentary beach must depend upon the size and 
nature of the particles and the force of the sea. The dissimilarity between its slopes 
near the levels of high and low water, arises from a decrease in the force of the waves, 
caused by their being broken before they reach the high-water mark. The great object, 
therefore, is to design the profile of the wall so as to alter as little as possible the symmetry 
of the beach.” 

“ Where isolated rocks or large boulders are left projecting above the surface of a 
sandy shore, there will generally be formed around them hollows, corresponding in depth 
to the kind of obstruction which the rocks present. The principle point in the design, 
therefore, is to avoid great and sudden obstructions to the movement of the water. The 
beBt form which could be adopted in any situation would, of course, be the contour of the 
beach itself; but this would answer no possible purpose, and as the wall is to consist of 
heavy blocks of stone instead of minute particles of sand, it is clear that a much steeper 
slope may be adopted than that which we may call the profile of conservancy of the shore, 
provided the lower part of the slope be flattened out so as to meet the sand at a low 
angle.” 

“ The action of a bulwark is to arrest the waves before they reach the general high- 
water mark, and to change the horizontal motion of the fluid particles to the vertical 
plane, or to compel the waves to destroy themselves on an artificial beach.” 

Taking advantage of the advice thus given, I propose a facing of cast-iron piles driven 
into the foreshore to a considerable depth, and at an acute angle, this being identical, with 
the design I submitted for approval 13 years ago, and long before the valuable series of 
timber piles and binding pieces were removed, with which, I respectfully beg to say, 
this cast-iron “toe ” would have formed a lasting combination; within this facing I would 
drive a second row of piles, and sheeting piles, forming a cast-iron wall, and confining 
the rubble masonry forming the breakwater from any but vertical movement. 

Into the spaces thus formed I propose to pack dry rubble stone, pitched on the top to a 
regular slope, carefully hand-paved, and coated with sufficient plastering of cement to 

form 
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form a smooth face, presenting no resistance beyond friction to the sea, but not sufficient 
to arrest any settlement, should such occur from undermining, a casualty I do not 
apprehend could arise. 

My estimate for this design is as follows, viz. — 



Excavation, breaking up of cages, &c. - - - - 650 

Cast-iron piles - -- -- -- - 4,253 

Labour and engines - -- -- -- 500 

Rubble stone - ----- 1,387 

Contingencies - -- -- -- - 500 



£. 7,290 



Seven thousand two hundred and ninety pounds. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary to the Commissioners (signed) John S. Sloan r. 

of Irish Lights. 



- No. 4. — 



Board of Trade to Trinity House. 

(H. 1949.) 

Board of Trade, Harbour Department, 
Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 

Sir, 1 April 1874 - 

The question of the future repairs and maintenance of the Poolbeg Lighthouse 
having formed the subject of negotiations in 18C8, 1869, and 1870, between 
the Board of Trade, the Commissioners of Irish Lights, ami the Dublin Port 
and Docks Board, it was, after much correspondence, finally agreed that on the 
resumption by the Dublin Port and Docks Board, of certain premises at the 
North Wall, previously occupied by the Commissioners of Irish Lights for 
stor.-s &.C., the Poolbeg establishment should, at the same time, be handed 
over to the Port Board, and should thenceforward be maintained out of the 
Port funds. 

It was also agreed that the Poolbeg Light and premises should be put, at the 
expense of the Mercantile Marine Fund, in a permanent and thorough state of 
repair and an expenditure of 2,500 L, the sum estimated by Mr. Stoney, the 
engineer to the Port and Ducks Board, as sufficient, was sanctioned by the 
Board of Trade for the purpose in June 1870. 

Since that time, however, it lias been discovered that further repairs are neces- 
sary, and the communications which have passed on the subject between tins 
department, the Commissioners of Irish Lights, and the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board, will be found to be referred to in the Commissioners’ letter of the 21st 
ultimo’ copy of which is herewith enclosed. 

It will be perceived that there is much divergence of opinion on this matter 
between Mr. Sloane, the engineer to the Commissioners, and the engineer to 
the Dublin Port and Docks Board, Mr. Stoney, under whose directions the 
recent works at Poolbeg, and those in the year 1863 were earned out ; and that 
the Commissioners have suggested that either Mr- Douglass, or some other com- 
petent engineer from this country should personally inspect the Poolbeg light- 
house, with a view to reporting as to the best means of ettectmg the repairs. _ 

I am now to transmit in original, for the information ot the Corporation s 
engineer, the report and plans of Mr. Sloane, and to request that, if Mr. j> 
Douglass’s other engagements will permit, the Elder Brethren will favour the 
Board by authorising him to make the proposed inspection, and to confer with 
Mr. Sloane on the subject. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, Trinity House. (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 



189. A 4 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO 



— No. 6. — 



Trinity House to Board of Trade. 

(H. 2388.) 

Trinity House, London, E.C., 

Sir, 9 April 1874. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, dated 1st instant 
adverting to the necessity for repairs at the Poolbeg Light, and requesting that 
Mr. Douglass may be authorised to inspect it and confer with Mr. Sloane on the 
subject; and in reply, I am to acquaint you that it has been referred to Mr. 
Douglass to do so at as early a period as his very pressing engagements will 
admit, which, it is hoped, will be in the course of next month, at the time when 
a Committee of the Elder Brethren visit Ireland to inspect certain localities, 
about which questions of more efficient lighting or marking have been raised. 

I am, &c. 

The Assistant Secretary, (signed) Robin Allen . 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 



— No. 6. — 



Board of Trade to Trinity House. 



(H. 2388.) 



Board of Trade, Harbour Department, 
Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 

Sir, _ ]4 April 1874. 

I am directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 9th instant, stating that their communication of the 1st instant on 
the subject of the proposed inspection of Poolbeg Lighthouse, had been referred 
to Mr. Douglass to undertake at as early a period as his very pressing engage- 
ments will admit, which it is hoped would be in the course of next month. 

In reply, I am to state that, as the matter is represented as very urgent, the 
Board of Trade would not feel themselves justified in postponing for so long a 
time a decision as to the mode of effecting the necessary repairs, and they beg 
me to express their great regret that owing to Mr. Douglass’s engagements they 
will not be able to avail themselves of his advice on the present occasion. 

As the matter is so pressing, they have requested Sir J. Coode to proceed to 
Dublin on Thursday next, the 16th instant, and I am to request that the report 
of Mr. Sloane, and also the plans forwarded in my letter of the 1st instant, may 
be returned to this office as soon as practicable. 



I am, &c. 

The Secretary, Trinity House. (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 



— No. 7. — 

Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

(H. 23SS.) 

Board of Trade, Harbour Department, 
Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 

S' r > 14 April ] 874. 

Referring to your letter of the 21st ultimo, requesting that Mr. Douglass 
or some other competent engineer may be asked to come over to Ireland and 
examine the condition of Poolbeg Lighthouse, I am directed by the Board of 
Trade to acquaint you, for the information of the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights, that Mr. Douglass’s engagements prevent his undertaking the matter 

at 
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at present. The Board of Trade have however requested Sir John Goode 
to inspect and report on the subject. Sir John proposes to be at the office 
of the Commissioners in Dublin about 11 a.m. on Friday next, the l/th, 
and will be glad to see and confer with, separately, Mr. Stoney and Mr. Sloans ; 
he will afterwards inspect the lighthouse, as the tides are unusually favourable 
at the end of this week. 

I am accordingly to request that you will at once intimate to the Secretary of 
the Port and Docks Board, the desire of Sir John Coode to see Mr. Stoney on 
Friday morning. 

It will be a convenience if the Commissioners would give directions that their 
steam launch should be in attendance as near their office as practicable on 
Friday, in order to take Sir John Coode to Poolbeg and back. 

I am, &e. 

The Secretary, (signed) C. Cecil Treoor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin. 



— No. 8. — 

Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

(H. 3591.) 

Board of Trade, Harbour Department 1 . 

Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 

Sir, 17 June 18/4. 

Referring to previous correspondence on the subject of Poolbeg Lighthouse, 
and especially to my letter of the 14th April last, relative to the inspection of 
the base of this lighthouse by Sir John Coode, I am directed by the Board of 
Trade to state that Sir John has now made the inspection in question, and has 
forwarded his report to this office. 

It will be seen from this report, copy of which is transmitted for the in- 
formation of the Commissioners of Irish Lights, that the views of Sir John 
Coode as to the character of the works to be carried out at Poolbeg accord 
generally with those of Mr. Stoney, and that his estimate of the cost of the 
works to be executed prior to the coming winter is 1,500 1., with a further sub- 
sequent expenditure of 4,300/., or in all 5,800 Z. 

Having regard to the recommendations of Sir John Coode, it appears to the 
Board of Trade to be expedient that the works at Poolbeg should be carried out, 
if possible, under the direction of the engineer to the Port Board, whose plan 
has been generally approved in the report; and I am to suggest that the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights should again place themselves in communication 
with the Port Board, with a view to arrange with the latter to accept a sum 
down sufficient to cover Sir J. Coode’s estimate of the cost of the works, and to 
take over the management of the light. 

The Board will be prepared to sanction a payment of 5,800 l. for the above 
purpose. , , . ., . 

On learning the assent of the Port Board to the proposed arrangement this 
Department will, with the co-operation and assistance of the Port Board, be 
prepared to cause the requisite Parliamentary Notices to be given for, an o 
take charge of, any Bill which the Port Board are advised is necessary to ena. e 
them to perform the agreement they made with the Commissioners o ris 
Lights and the Board of Trade in 1870. . , 

The Bill will empower the Port Board to take over and maintain the light, 
and will relieve the Commissioners of Irish Lights from all further responsibili y 
for its maintenance and repair. , . , 

To urovide for the cost of that portion of the works recommended by ir 
John Coode, which is to be taken in hand at once, the Board would be willing 
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CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO 



to accord their sanction to the advance without delay of 1,500?., Sir John’s 
estimate of this season’s expenditure. 

The remainder of the 5,800?. would be paid over on the Bill receiving the 
Royal Assent. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) C. Cecil T/evor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



Enclosure in No. 8. 

2, Westminster Chambers, Victoria-street, Westminster, 
Sir, . 27 May 1874. 

On the 14th ultimo, I received from you various papers connected with the condition 
of the base and apron surrounding Poolbeg Lighthouse, and thereupon immediately made 
arrangements for my inspection of the work, being anxious to take advantage of the 
exceptionally low tide expected to occur within the then following three days. 

Having proceeded to Dublin, I met Mr. Stoney, engineer to the Dublin Port and 
Docks Board, and Mr. Sloane, Engineer to the Commissioners, of Irish Lights, at the 
office of the latter Board, on the morning of the 17th April, in accordance with the 
appointment you were so good as to make, at my request. 

Having obtained from each of these gentlexnen, separately, his views of the steps which 
should he taken in order to secure the foundations of the Lighthouse against damage from 
storms, we proceeded together to Poolbeg, Captain Boxer also attending, and during the 
low water of the afternoon of that day, I made a thorough examination of the condition of 
the breakwater apron surrounding the tower. The tide being unusually low, as had been 
expected, and the sea, fortunately, remarkably smooth, I was enabled to inspect and take 
certain measurements of the lowermost portions which had been undermined by the gales 
'of last winter. 

A few days subsequently to the inspection, I was furnished by Mr. Sloane with some 
sections of the apron (not accessible at the time of my visit), which had been taken in 
January 1861 ; it was necessary, however, that 1 should have certain radial sections of this 
part of the work in its present condition, and these Mr. Sloane undertook to furnish, but, 
unfortunately, owing to the constant prevalence since that time of easterly winds, to 
which the work is exposed, it was found impracticable to complete the requisite levels, 
and consequently the sections did not reach me until yesterday. It has been necessary 
for me to give this explanation in order to account for the lapse of time in sending my 
report. 

Stated briefly, the result of my inspection served to show that, commencing on the 
southern side of the apron and opposite the western face of the tower, four of the outermost 
blocks, formed of rubble masonry in iron cages, and constituting the outer ring of the 
apron, have been lately undermined to the extent of from 6 to 7 feet, measured from 
front to back, leaving a hollow space of about 18 inches in depth between the bottoms of 
the blocks and the top of the rubble stone beneath ; this cavity is most probably due to 
the clawing action of the sea in heavy gales, and not to subsidence. 

The next four blocks on the south-eastern quadrant, have fallen away considerably 
from the body of the apron, but have at the same time dropped down on to the rubble 
stone beneath. 

The next two blocks, bearing east from the centre of the lighthouse tower, have also 
dropped vertically, but have not fallen away quite so much from the body of the 
apron. 

Thence around to the northern face of the apron, i.e., the north-eastern quadrant, the 
rubble masonry “ cage ” blocks are in process of being undermined to an extent varying 
from 2 to 7 feet, measuring from front to back, the hollow space between the bottom of 
the blocks and the rubble stone being in places as much as 2 feet in depth. 

Mr, Sloane’s plan of 20th March ultimo, which, for distinction, I have marked (A.) in 
red, will serve, to illustrate the description here given, although it cannot, of course, show 
the state of things, existing underneath the blocks, which I have just described. 

. Eor the protection of the base of the tower, Mr. Sloane proposes “ a facing of cast-iron 
piles driven into the foreshore to a considerable depth,” with an inner or second row. of 
similar close piling, “ forming a cast-iron wall, and confining the rubble masonry forming 
the breakwater from any but vertical movement.” He also proposes that dry rubble 
stone should be.packed into the spaces thus formed, and the top paved to a regular slope, 
with a “plastering of cement to form a smooth face, presenting no resistance beyond 
friction to the sea, but not sufficient to arrest any settlement, should such occur; ” his 
-estimate of the cost of this work being 7,290 1. 

Mr. Stoney proposes “to place large blocks which may individually settle down as the 
small rubble is washed from beneath them, till ultimately they are let down to a level at 

which 
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which the sea will have so little action on their base as not materially to affect their 
stability.” Four such blocks have been placed, two in December 1873, and two in 
March of the present year, and Mr. Stoney has suggested that in the summer of this 
year four similar blocks should be laid to the north of those already put down, and one 
on the south ; the spaces in the platform and between the blocks being filled in with 
rubble stone from the original mound; concrete being rammed under some of the 
original “ cage” blocks. Mr. Stoney estimates the cost of the work he proposes for 1874 
at 700 1, assuming that the Port Board grant their large floating shears free of charge. 
He finds it “difficult to form an accurate forecast of the future,” but is “inclmed^to 
think an expenditure of 4,000 1. will suffice for any additional blocks that may be re- 
quired during the next 8 or 10 years after 1874.” 

I am unable to concur with the proposal of Mr. Sloane, inasmuch as, havin'* regard to 
the very large quantity of rubble stone which would have to be removed below as well as 
above low water, in order to admit of the driving of the cast iron piles; the expense of 
this operation would, I believe, be very much larger than he anticipates; moreover, 
unless the whole of the surrounding rubble stone were taken away, a course which is 
evidently not contemplated by Mr. Sloane, the cast-iron piles would be liable to damage 
from being struck by stones in south-easterly gales. I am unable to see how the rubble 
stone could be removed as far as would be requisite to admit of the driving of the piles 
as proposed, without exposing the foundations of the tower to such an extent as would 
involve serious risk to the stability of the main structure during the operation. 

But for the great mnss of rubble stone which exists around the base of the lighthouse, 
Mr. Sloane’s proposal would probably have succeeded in securing the safety of the 
structure. 

Having given due consideration to the whole matter, I am of opinion that the better 
course will be forthwith to proceed with the construction of eight concrete blocks of the 
same dimensions as the four put down by Mr. Stoney last winter, and to clear the cracks 
in the apron from loose stones so far as may be practicable. Rich concrete made with 
first-class Portland cement should be put into bags, of sizes to fit the respective 
cavities as nearly as may be practicable, and solidly rammed down so as to fill the several 
spaces. 

The spaces underneath the “cage” blocks before described, should be filled in, so far 
as may be possible, with rich quick-setting concrete. 

When the eight large blocks above referred to shall have become sufficiently set or 
hardened, they should be placed as before in position by the Port Board’s floating shears, 
six on the north side and two on the south side in the positions indicated by red colour on 
drawing (A.) previously adverted to; special care should be taken to plant the blocks as 
closely together as may be practicable. It would be well that the blocks should be so 
bedded that their faces should incline towards instead of from the tower, as in the case of 
the four blocks already laid. The foregoing should be executed before next winter 
sets in. 

If it should be found that the force of the sea passing through the spaces between the 
four blocks already laid, should be such as to further shake the “cage” blocks of the 
apron, it would, in that event, be well to put in a few large stones, as heavy masonry, 
between the backs of the large blocks and the face of the “cage” work; or preferably 
in lieu thereof, heavy bags of concrete ; but inasmuch as the large blocks of the outer 
ring will of necessity be subject to settlement for some time to come, it must be under- 
stood that this intermediate filling may be liable to some movement. 

When the large outer blocks shall have assumed a permanent bed, the whole of the 
damaged portion of the breakwater aprou should be taken up, and the space between the 
base of the lighthouse tower and the backs of the large blocks solidly reconstructed with 
heavy rubble masonry, the “ cage” blocks being allowed to remain and incorporated with 
the new work. It will be seen that my views accord with those of Mr. Stoney. _ 

With respect to the cost of the works recommended, the case is one in which it is diffi- 
cult to speak with precision ; I am of opinion, however, that the work to be done prior to 
the coming winter will cost about 1,500 1 . ; that the intermediate filling between the large 
blocks and " caf*e ” work (if required) will cost about 300 i. ; and the reconstruction of 
the breakwater apron (and thus completing the whole of the protective works herein 
recommended) would cost a further sum of about 4,000 l., making a total of 5,800 1. for 
the whole. 

In making this estimate, I have taken it for granted that the Port Board’s floating shears 
will be available for placing the heavy blocks around the outer face of the work. 

I have, &c. 

The Assistant Secretary. Jno. Coode. 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade, 
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— No. 9. — 



Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 



(H. 4420.) 

Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-street, 
g^ r Dublin, 4 July 1874. 

Ti-ie Commissioners of Irish Lights having forwarded to the Dublin Tort and 
Docks Board, copy of your letter of the 17th ultimo, relative to the repairs 
necessary to the base of Poolbeg Lighthouse^ also copy of the report of Sir John 
Coode, c.e., contained therein, on result of his inspection of the premises, I am 
directed to forward, herewith, for the information of the Board of Trade, copy of 
a letter received in reply under date the 3rd instant, declining to accept the 
proposals set forth in your letter of the above date. 
r r I am, &c. 

The Assistant Secretary, (signed) W. Lees , 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. Secretary. 



Enclosure in No. 9. 

g-„. Port and Docks Board, Dublin, 3 July 1874. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23rd ultimo, forwarding 
copy of a letter from the Board of Trade, under date 17th ultimo, covering a report 
from .Sir John Coode, C.E., on his examination of Poolbeir Lighthouse. 

The Dublin Port and Docks Board having given the subject the fullest consideration, have 
instructed me to acquaint you, for the information of the Commissioners of Irish Lights, that 
they feel compelled to decline the proposals of the Board of Trade, as set forth m their 
letter of the 17th ultimo. , . 4 

In conveying this, their decision, I am to observe, that when tins .Board entered into the 
arrangement of 1870, they were not aware of their legal position, as subsequently pointed 
out by Mr. Hugh Law, Q.c. . ■ 

I am to add that the Board will be most happy to give the use of their plant, and the 
services of their engineer, should they be required, in carrying out the works recommended 
bv Sir John Coode in his report of 27th May last. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) N. Proud, 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. Secretary. 



— No. 10. — 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 5908.) 

Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-street, 
Sir, Dublin, 26 September 1874. 

With reference to previous correspondence in connection with the occupancy 
of the North Wall Premises by the Commissioners of Irish Lights, and more 
particularly to your letter of the 7th July last, I am instructed to forward here- 
with, for the information of the Board of Trade, copy of a letter received from 
the Dublin Port and Docks Board on the subject, bearing date the 25th instant. 

I am, &c. 

The Assistant Secretary, (signed) Owen Armstrong, 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. for Secretary. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




POOLBEG LIGHTHOUSE. 



'3 



Enclosure in No. 10. 

Sir, Port and Docks Board, Dublin, 25 September 1874. 

Referring to my letter of the 29th November 1872, by which this Board agreed, on 
the application of the Commissioners oflrish Lights, to extend their tenancy of the premises 
occupied by them at the North Wall for a further period of 12 months, I am directed to 
request that, as (hat period expired on the 1st May last, and no subsequent application for 
an extension has been received, you will be so good as to inform this Board when the Com- 
missioners oflrish Lights purpose vacating- the premises in question. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) N. Proud , 

Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin. Secretary. 



— No. 11. — 



Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



(H. 5908.) 

Board of Trade (Harbour Department), 

Sir, Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 12 October 1874. 

I ah directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 26th ultimo, transmitting copy of letter addressed to the Commissioners 
of Irish Lights by the Dublin Port and Docks Board, on the subject of the con- 
tinued occupancy by the former of the premises at the North Wall. 

In reply 1 am to suggest, for the consideration of the Commissioners of Irish 
Lio-lits, that it might be desirable for the Commissioners to reply to the Port, 
and Docks Board to the effect that, as the Port Board decline to perform their 
part of the agreement which in the year 1870 they made with the Commissioners 
oflrish Lights, and further decline to allow themselves (if legally incapable) to 
be made, at the expense of the Commissioners, capable of such performance, the 
Commissioners would be glad to know the reasons which induce the Port Board 
to consider that the Commissioners should perform their part of an agreement 
which the Port Board now repudiate. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



— No. 12. — 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 6392.) 

Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-street, 
S; r; Dublin, 24 October 1874. 

With reference to your letter of the 12th instant, on the subject of tbe occu- 
pancy of the premises of the North Wall by this Board, and referring to the 
agreement with the Port Board in the year 1870, I am to inform you, the Com- 
missioners having communicated to the Ports Board the substance of your letter, 
they have received a reply thereto, under date the 23rd instant, a copy of which 
I am directed to forward for the consideration of the Board of Trade, and I am 
to request you will be so good as to move their Lordships to favour this Board 
with their further instructions in this matter. 

I am, &c. 

The Assistant Secretary, (signed) W. Lees. 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 
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Enclosure in No. 12. 



Port and Docks Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 23 October 1874. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 20th instant, statin* j n 
reply to my letter of the 26th ultimo, inquiring when the North Wall premises will be 
vacated, that the Commissioners of Irish Lights would be glad to know the reasons which 
induce the Port and Docks Board to consider that the Commissioners should perform their 
part of an agreement which the Port Board now repudiate. 

In reply, I am to state the Board cannot concur that the facts or circumstances of the 
case justify the interpretation placed upon their acts by the Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

It will lie in the recollection of the Commissioners that the question of' the occupation 
of the North Wall premises was first raised by them in January 18G9, upon the separa- 
tion of the two Boards, by asking if this Board could afford them storage and bertha*e 
accommodation ; upon which the rent of the North Wall premises was subsequently fixed 
by valuation at 482 l. 10 s. per annum. The maintenance of Poolbeg Lighthouse up to this 
time having no reference to, or connection whatsoever with, their occupation of the North 
Wall, the lighthouse being maintained by the Commissioners out of the Mercantile Marine 
Fund under an express arrangement between the former Port Board and the Board of 
Trade in August 1866, by which the Port Board undertook to pay “ an equivalent sum to 
what the toll on Poolbeg Lighthouse should contribute to the general fund,” and it was not 
’ until 1870 that that arrangement was disturbed, and the future maintenance of Pr.olbe* 
Lighthouse proposed to be undertaken by the Port Board, under a misapprehension of their 
powers. 

The words of that agreement are, "That the Board of Trade remain in possession of the 
North Wall premises at a nominal rent, such possession not to exceed three years from 
1 st May 1870. The Poolbeg Lighthouse and premises to be put now in a permanent state 
of repair, and to he maintained from and after the 1 st May 1870 at the sole cost of the 
Board of Trade (luring the occupancy of the premises at the North Wall ; on that occupancy 
ceasing, the maintenance of the Poolbeg Lighthouse and premises to be undertaken by the 
Port and Docks Board.” 

In reference to the first part of this agreement, a special application was made by the 
Commissioners to extend the period of occupation for 12 months further, which was at 
once complied with by the Board, but as that time expired on the 1 st May Iasi, and no 
application for a further extension having since been made, the Commissioners, and not the 
Board, must be considered as having departed from the terms of that portion of the agree- 
ment. 

With regard to the remaining part, I am to observe that if the undertaking entered into 
by the Board of Trade to place the lighthouse in a permanent state of repair has not been 
carrit d out as contemplated, the Board of Trade, if either party is to be held liable, must 
alone be c onsidered responsible for the non-fulfilment of this portion of the contract. 

I am further to add that it would not be lor the interests of the Port of Dublin that this 
Board should accept the proposals made in the letter of the Board of Trade of 17th June 
last, which were foreign to the agreement of June 1870, and that after a full consideration 
of all the circumstances of the case, the Board is of opinion that the most satisfactory 
settlement would he to continue the arrangement entered into by the Board of Trade in 
August 1856, upon the Commissioners handing over the North Wall premises, which I am 
to express the hope will not be unnecessarily prolonged, as they are much required to meet 
the demands of tne trade of the port for accommodation. 

1 am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) N. Proud, 

Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin, Secretary. 



— No. 13. — 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 120.) 

Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-streefc, 

_ Dublin, 5 January 1875. 

Referring to previous correspondence on the subject of the maintenance 
and repairs of the Poolbeg Lighthouse, but more particularly to my letter of the 
24th October last, I am now instructed to forward, herewith, copy of a report 
by the engineer on result of his examination of the above premises after the 
severe storm of the night of the 30th ultimo, and which report was submitted to 
a special meeting of the Board, convened this day, to consider another matter; 
I am also to forward copies of reports by the keepers in charge of the station. 
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In forwarding these documents I am to request the early instructions of the 
Board of Trade in the matter as being one of pressing importance, and am to 

8t . a 'f ' ,? t ,* h , e su S8' es . tlon of engineer as regarding the removal of the families 
of the light-keepers in charge has been at once acted on. 



The Assistant Secretary, 
Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) W. Lees, 

Secretary. 



Enclosure in No. 13. 

T~t 1 . . , , Irish Lights Office, Dublin, 4 January 1875 

From conversations with you during the recent severe weather (report, from' the IHit- 
keepers and the foreman sent by vou last Friday), in anticipation of the probable wishes of 
the Commit oners, I visited Poolbeg Lighthouse to-day, accompanied by Captain 
Boxei, n.N., who kindly lent me ins aid and assistance in the inspection and suivcy of the 
damage done to the outward base or foreshore during the storm of the 30 th ultimo 

I had the honour to repo, t on this subject on the 20th of March last, and although at 
tha time 1 could not detect any signs tlnu would lead me to erne, -tain fern" for the" afefy 
of the base oi bottom of the tower, I must now conless that from what I have learned from 
the two very intelligent l,ght-keepers, of the vibrations caused partly by the sea and paX 
«1 i'T'.'l by 16 c °“P ,ess,on 0 a,r the suspected chambers underneath the bad, and 
which I then reported was, in the efforts to escape, rending the concrete mass asunder 
particularly at the Junction of the blocks, I am of opinion that no more time should be lost 
in the adoption of vigorous remedial measures. 

for™; breaki " S UP ' bUt “ i,S dKay b — a po™*- engine 

Zt rcc l m ;ee not ™ architect or engineer lo observe this; any man of ordinary intelligence 
can see what is slowly but surely going on, and estimate mentally the possible effects of 
cominuoua bad Weather and south-easterly gules; from this day’s survey I am more firmly 
convinced than I could be before of the soundness of the third paragraph of my former 
repoit, which I need not here trouble you by repealing. " 

’Hie lour large blocks which I there mentioned in the fourth paragraph have settled down 
mto the sand several feet, clearly showing that there is no mass of rubble stone to oppose 
2 W‘ nd 1 mus ‘ fl ™'X’ but with great respect, beg of the Commissioners to Ldopt 
the fuilo" mg means of relieving ihemselves from a most grave responsibility, viz •— H 
J emovo promises women and children; give charge to two 'unmarried assis- 

L ,;r s “j a r 1 ? 6 ,,’ 'r’ 0 ca " ,es,de ,n tlle am i’le lodgings that con be*afforded west 
oi the tower, and out of the fear of harm. 

To at once permit me lo drive a row of sheeting piles where shown in mv plans sub- 
mitted with report (of 20 March 1874), and bleak up llie present blocks into rubble; this 
may allow me to introduce such an amount of small stone and cement under tile tower as 
will give it permanency. 

Or should the Board not approve of this recommendation, I would beg to suggest the 
election of a pile lighthouse 100 feet eastward, and the abandonment aud taking down of the 
present tower. ° 

In conclusion, and in what I believe to he my duty under the circumstances, I must ask 
you to move tire Board not to allow the risking of life and light in the Pooiheo- Lighthouse 
building 56 ' 11 cor ' 8tlluled ’ a,,y lon S el ' tl,a n “‘ay be necessary for the restoration of the 

„ I am, &c. 

i he Secretary (signed) John S. Shane, 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. Engineer 



Enclosure 2, in No. 13.- 

T ^ ir ’ . Poolbeg Lighthouse, 4 January 1875. 

, 1 ? E< ^ CaVe t0 inform y° u tllat on the 3 st instant, during a severe gale from the S.E., 
the platform at the base of tower has been very much shaken; two of the second tier of 
blocks from base of tower have fallen out, one 18 inches and the other 10 ; also one of 
the third tier is breaking up, and a portion of the stones are washed away. The bearings of 
the said blocks from tower is from E. to E.S.E. ; the cracks, in several parts, are much 
wider, and the blocks in general are sinking. The sea, from the hour of 3 a.m. until 7 a.m., 
was very severe on the buildings; during the hours mentioned the sea was going 15 feet 
? 1 base of tower, causing the lighthouse and dwelling to tremble greatly from the 
lour of 2 p.m. The wind shifted to the S.W., and moderated a little, and in consequence 
i8 9- b 4 of 
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of tlie change of wind, tlie next high-water was not so severe. In any storm since I came 
to this station I never felt the buildings tremble so much at low-water as on the last 

occasion - I am, &c. 

To the Secretary, (signed) James Keenan, 

Irish Lights Office, Dublin. Light Keeper. 



Enclosure 3, in No. 13. 



gj r Poolbeg Lighlhouse, 4 January 1875. 

I most respectfully beg leave to state that, on the morning of the 1st instant, the wind ■ 
being S.E. causin'* a heavy sea to break against the base of tower, which caused tile 
building to shake very much, and some of the blocks to break up and sink in their bed. 



The Secretary, 

Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) John Scallan, 

Assistant Keeper. 



— No. 14. - 



Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

120 *^ Board of Trade (Harbour Department), 

Qj r Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 8 January 1875. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 5th instant, transmitting copy of a report by the engineer to the Commis- 
sioners of Irish lights, on the result of his examination of the Poolbeg Lighliouse 
premises after the storm of the 30th ultimo, together with copies of reports by 
the keepers in charge of the station, and requesting the early instructions oi the 

Board of Trade in the matter. r . . , T • k 

In reply I am to state, for the information of the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that the Board of Trade are of opinion that if the Com mssi oners have 
apprehensions for the safety of the tower, they should at once take the necessary 
steps to place themselves in a position to exhibit a temporary light, in the event 
of the weather rendering it impossible to continue the exhibition of the present 
light from tfie tower. . , ,, .. „ , 

“l am to add that the question of the liability ot the Mercantile Marine kund 
for the maintenance and repair of this lighthouse, &e., is at present under careful 
consideration, and it is expected that a decision will be arrived at very shortly. 

Without prejudice to the question whether the Irish Lights Commissioners or 
the Dublin Port and Docks Board are eventually to bear the expense ot such 
maintenance and repair, the Board of Trade arc prepared to sanction the expen- 
diture, upon immediate repairs at the base of the tower, of the 1,500 (. in tlie 
works recommended by Sir John Coode in liis Report oi the 27th May last, copy 
of which was transmitted to you in my letter oi tlie 17th June last. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



— No. 15. — 

Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

<H ' 293 > Board of Trade (Harbour Department), 

Sir, Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 6 February 18/5^ 

With reference to previous correspondence on the subject of the ^u^Tulv 
maintenance of Poolbeg Light, and particularly to vour letter o t t t e ^ 

last, transmitting copy of one from the Dublin Port and Docks Bo » get 

3rd of that month, in which they decline the proposal of tins , f 

' forth in my letter of the 17th of June last, I am directed by P L ; ffht8 
Trade to acquaint you, for the information of the Commissioners o ‘“thait 
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that they have caused the whole history of the light to he reviewed, and I am 
now directed to make the following observations. 

It is evident that Poolbeg Light, the cost of the erection of which was defrayed 
from the grants made by the Irish Parliament, for the purpose of enabling the 
Corporation of Dublin to finish the Ballast Office wall, was a necessary part of 
the work for which the money was granted, and was, until 1810 or 1812 main- 
tained at the cost of the port funds. This is fully conceded in the ca«e submitted 
in November 1845 to Mr. Bessonnet, q.c., by the Corporation for preserving an d 
improving the port of Dublin, in which it is stated that “it appears from the old 
“ books of the Corporation that expenditures were made by them after the year 
“ 1/86, for maintaining and improving that light out of their funds before they 
“were entitled to collect any lighthouse duties.” 3 

After the passing of the Act 52 Geo. 3, c. 95, the Corporation for improving 
the port of Dublin appear to have levied a toll for the maintenance of the Poolbe°- 
Light, but in the year 1845 the legality of the toll was disputed, and the corpo- 
ration had to abandon it after having submitted several cases and taken the 
opinion of several eminent counsel, by whom they were advised, that, funds 
having been created and vested in them by Act 26, Geo. 3, c. 19, for, among 
other purposes, the maintenance of this light, it could not have been the inten- 
tion of the Legislature to create two funds for the maintenance of the same 
light. 

At the time of the formation of the Mercantile Marine Fund under the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, when the question was raised as to the main- 
tenance of certain harbour lights in Ireland, it was agreed that Poolbeg was 
on a different footing from oilier harbour lights which for special reasons°were 
then allowed to remain a charge on the Mercantile Marine Fund, and the 
port of Dublin corporation in their letter of 26th May 1854, while fully 
admitting the liability of the port fund, expressed a hope that “their Lord- 
“ ships would give their assistance to the amendment of the law, by providing in 
“some other way for the expenditure connected with tile lighthouse mentioned, 
“ and thereby relieving the local funds from that pressure they were unable to 
“ bear.” 

The Board of Trade did not feel that they would be justified in entertaining 
this proposition, but in 1856 they sanctioned an arrangement under which 
the corporation agreed to pay annually, out of port funds, for the maintenance 
of the light such a sum as would have been realised had the toll on the light 
been levied ; this, the Board of Trade, with the information then before them, 
understood would be sufficient for its maintenance. 

Since la5G the general light dues have been lowered upwards of 00 per cent., 
and it has been found that, from the construction of the lighthouse, its main- 
tenance necessitated costly repairs to the South Wall Pier, especially of late 
years. Since the partial removal of the bar and other improvements in Dublin 
Harbour, the arrangement of 1850, therefore, even if strictly legal, is no longer 
one that the circumstances justify. 

Under these circumstances, when making the necessary arrangements conse- 
quent on the Port and Docks Board ceasing to be a general lighthouse authority, 
the Board of Trade represented this to the Commissioners of Irish Lights, and after 
much correspondence and interviews between this Board, the Commissioners, 
and the Port and Docks Board, the arrangement of 1870 was agreed to. 

From that time the Board of Trade looked upon Poolbeg as, a light shortly to 
be left entirely in the hands of the Port Board, and, relying on the fulfilment by 
the Port Board of its part of the arrangement, they sanctioned a large expendi- 
ture out of the Mercantile Marine Fund for the repair of the foundations of the 
South Wall Pier, and, in deference to the opinion expressed by the Port Board, 
abstained from carrying out a suggestion made to them for reducing the power 
of the light with a view to economy. 

It. was therefore with extreme surprise that the Board of Trade learned that 
the Port and Docks Board are not prepared to take over the light even if it were 
put in a thorough state of repair. The Port and Docks Board allege as their 
reason for taking this course, that when they entered into the agreement of 
1870 they were not aware of their legal position, and that they are noiv advised 
that under their Acts of 1867 and 1869 they have no power to take over the 
light. 

It does not appear to the Board of Trade that there is anything in these Acts 
187. G to 
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to prevent the Port and Docks Board taking into their own hands the manage- 
ment and maintenance of a port light situated on a port pier, and for the main- 
tenance of which they have for many years allowed the liability of, and made 
contributions out of, the port funds. 

I am now to request that you will inform the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
that this Board cannot longer sanction the maintenance of this light and the 
cost of repairing its site, being a burden on the Mercantile Marine Fund, and 
that you will move them to cause the Port and Docks Board to be informed of 
this their decision, and of the reasons for it as expressed above. Should the 
Port Board still decline to relieve the Mercantile Marine Fund of further 
expense for the maintenance of Poolbeg, the Board of Trade, although they have 
no doubt that tlic Port Board are liable for the maintenance of the light, in 
order to prevent the serious consequences which might ensue if they did not 
assume the charge of it so soon as the Commissioners of Irish Lights withdrew 
from its management, will apply to Parliament for a special Act to put beyond 
question the liability of tlie Port Board in this matter. 

The six original papers transmitted in your letter of the *21st October last, are 
herewith returned. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) T. II. Fairer. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



— No. 16 . 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 2,058.) 

Irish Lights Office, Wcstmo reland-street, 
Sir, Dublin, 6 March 1875 . 

With reference to previous correspondence on subject of the future mainten- 
ance of Poolbeg Lighthouse, but more particularly to your letter of the 6th ultimo, 
a copy of which was transmitted to the Dublin Port and Docks Board for its 
consideration, I am now directed to forward, herewith, copy of a letter received 
from that department in reply thereto, under date the 5 tli instant, which I am 
to request you will be so good ns to bring under the notice of the Board of 
Trade. 

I am, &<•.. 

The Secretary to the (signed) W. Lees, Secretary. 

Foard of Trade, Whitehall Gardens, 

London. 



Enclosure in No. 16 . 

Port and Docks Board, Dublin, 

^ Sir, 5 March 1875. 

The Board have had under careful consideration your letter of the 9th ultimo, with 
copy of the statement of Board of Trade in reference to Poolbeg Light, and I am desired 
to make the following remarks thereon : — 

There can be no doubt of the fact, as given in the statement of the Board of Trade, 
that this lighthouse was originally maintained by the former conservators of this port, and 
that subsequently the Board placed the charge and maintenance of it on the General 
Irish Coast Light Establishment, the charge of which devolved on them by Act of Parlia- 
ment in IS 10, and that the Board of Trade acquiesced in this arrangement subsequently to 
the passing of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, so that in fact this lighthouse has been 
for a long period of time, probably 50 to 60 years, in the exclusive charge of the light- 
house authorities. 

As stated in previous communications, this Board, in ignorance of their legal power to do 
so, did agree to take the charge of the lighthouse, when given up in a perfect state of repair. 
The legal opinion of the late Solicitor General, however, having clearly pointed out 
such agreement as beyond the power of the Board to enter into, there was no option left 
but to decline to carry it into effect. 

The recent intimation of the Board of Trade that they will apply to Parliament for a 
special Act to vest the lighthouse in this Board, leaves the Board no option but to 

submit 
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submit to the determination of the Board of Trade, and accordingly this Board be°- to 
state that when the lighthouse shall have been put in a state of permanent repair /this 
Board will not offer any objection to its being transferred to their charge, under such 
Act. ® 



The Secretary, 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) N. Prourl, Secretary. 



— No. 17. — 



Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



(IT. 2058.) 



Board of Trade (Harbour Department), 

Sir* _ Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 25 March l»75. 

I am directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 6th instant, transmitting, in reply to Mr. Farrer’s letter of the 6th ultimo, 
a further communication from the Dublin Port, and Docks Board on the subject 
of Poolbeg Light, to the effect that after the recent notification of the intention 
of the Board of Trade to apply to Parliament for a special Act to vest this light 
in the Port Board, the latter will offer no objection to the transfer when the 
lighthouse has been put in a state of permanent repair. 

The Port Board, however, refer to the length of time during which this lioht 
has been in the charge of the general lighthouse authority, and observe that it 
has been so since the passing of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, with the 
consent oT the Board of Trade. 

I am to request that you will move the Commissioners of Irish Lights to re- 
mind the Port Board, that though they maintaine d the light from 1810 to 1S45 
as a coast light supported by a toll, they acted illegally in doing so, and had to 
abandon the toll. 

It is true that so long as the Port of Dublin Corporation was both Port Board 
and general lighthouse authority, the Board of Trade sanctioned as a matter of 
convenience, an arrangement by which Poolbeg was included in the list of lights 
under the general lighthouse authority ; but. they did so on the understanding 
that the Port Board should contribute from port funds an annual payment which, 
as then estimated, would be equal to the cost of maintaining the light, and the 
Board of Trade declined to entertain the proposal of the Port Board, that they 
should assist that Board to obtain an Act which they informed this Board would 
be necessary to relieve the local funds of their liability in respect of the 
light. 

The circumstances of the case, moreover, have, as the Commissioners are aware, 
been altered since 1856, when that arrangement was sanctioned. The Port Board 
have since ceased to be a geueral lighthouse authority, and the sum believed in 
1856 to be sufficient to provide for the maintenance of the lighthouse lias proved 
to be wholly inadequate, a result due in great measure to the fact that, the local 
pier on which the lighthouse stands, and for the maintenance of which special 
funds were created by the Legislature, lias been found to be frequently in a state 
dangerous to the lighthouse, and in need of expensive repairs. 

The cost of such repairs is properly a charge on the local funds provided for 
the maintenance of the south wall; but believing that, under the arrangement 
of 1870, the light would soon pass out of their hands into those uf the Port 
Board, and in consideration of the other terms of that arrangement, the Board 
of Trade, by their letter of the 1st June 1870, sanctioned a heavy expenditure 
for remedial works at Poolbeg. 

Having regard to the facts stated above and to the loss already sustained by 
the Mercantile Marine Fund in respect of this light, the Board of Trade are 
wholly unable to admit, the equity of further taxing the Mercantile Marine Fund 
for this purpose. 

They maintain that it is not, and never was, properly liable for any expenses in 
respect of this light ; they are willing, nevertheless, to facilitate so far as they 
can the settlement of a question so long under discussion, and with this view are 
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prepared to authorise the expenditure necessary to put the lighthouse itself in 
repair before handing it over to the Port Board. 

1 I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) R. G. C. Hamilton. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



— No. 18. — 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 5544.) 

Irish Lights Office, Westmorelancl-street, Dublin, 

Sir, 24 1875> 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 21st instant, on 
subject of the repairs at present being carried out at Pool beg Lighthouse, and 
requesting to be informed whether the Commissioners of Irish Lights had com- 
municated to the Port and Docks Board the substance of Mr. Hamilton’s letter 
to this Board of the 25th March last, as, if so, the Board of Trade would be 
P-Iad to learn the nature of any reply which may have been received thereto. 

In reply I am to acquaint you, that a copy of Mr. Hamilton’s letter was sent 
to the Fort Board on the 3rd April, the receipt of which was simply acknow- 
ledged; the Commissioners, however, have been informed that the committee 
of the Port Board, who have this matter in hand, has not since met, owing to 
the absence from Dublin of some of its important members, but that it has been 
summoned to meet specially on Tuesday next, the 27 1 h instant; and it is 
assumed that so soon as the committee lias presented its report to the Board, 
the Commissioners will either be furnished with a copy of that report, or the 
substance of it. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) W. Lees , Secretary. 

The Assistant Secretary, 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 



— No. 19. — 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H.5721.) 

Irish Lights Office, Wcstmoreland-street, Dublin, 
Sir, 31 July 187»- 

Referring to my letter of the 24th instant, on subject of Poolbeg Light- 
house, I am now to forward copy of a letter from the. Port and Docks Board 
received on yesterday, in reply to letters addressed to them on the 20th March 
and 3rd of April last. 

I am to request you will be so good as to submit this document to the Board 
of Trade. 

My Commissioners had the pleasure of having an interview witli Mr. Hamil- 
ton, the Financial Assistant Secretary t.o the Board of Trade, who was present 
when this letter was submitted to the Board at their meeting yesterday. 

I am, &c. 

The Assistant Secretary, (signed) W- Lees. 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade, London. 



Enclosure in No. 19. 

Port and Docks Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 30 July 1875 ; 

Referring to your letters of the 20th March and 3rd April last, transmitting copies 
of letters under date the 13tli February and 25th March from the Board of Trade on tie 

subject of the Poolbeg Light, — _ 

J 0 n I am 
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I am directed to acquaint you for the information of the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
that the Dublin Port and Docks Board are of opinion it is desirable the consideration of 
your letters and enclosures should be deferred until after the completion of the works 
now in progress at the lighthouse by the Commissioners. At the same time the Board 
desire me to state that they cannot waive their claim to the payment cf the amount 
referred to in my letter of the 30th J anuary last. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary to the (signed) N. Proud, Secretary. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



— No. 20. — 

Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

(H. 573 1.) 

Board of Trade (Harbour Department), 

Sir, Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 6 August 1S75. 

I am directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 31st ultimo, enclosing a letter from the Dublin Port and Docks Board, 
on the subject of Poolbeg Light. 

In reply, I am to acquaint you, for the information of the Commissioners of 
Irish Lights, that the Board of Trade will not object io the proposal of the Port 
and Docks Board that the consideration of the question should be deferred until 
after the completion of the works now in progress at the lighthouse, on the 
understanding that this Board do not admit any responsibility on account of the 
cost of these works beyond the 1,500 l. conditionally authorised in their letter of 
the 8th January last; and provided also that the views of the Port, and Docks 
Board are submitted to them in ample time to admit of fair and deliberate con- 
sideration before the time arrives for giving the requisite Parliamentary Notices 
for the Bill to be brought in next Session. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin. 



— No. 21.— 

Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

(H. 66oS.) 

Board of Trade Harbour Department), 

Sir, Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 9 October 1875. 

With further reference to the letter of the Dublin Port and Docks Board of 
the 30th July last (copy of which was forwarded in your letter of the 31st July), 
proposing to defer consideration of the communications from this department, of 
February and March last, on the subject of Poolbeg Light, till the works carried 
out under Mr. Stoney’s superintendence are completed, I am now directed bj. 
the Board of Trade to state that it will be absolutely necessary that the views of 
the Port Board on the communications from this Board should reach this office 
by the 23rd instant, in order that the case may be properly considered by the 
Board of Trade before the time arrives for giving’ the requisite Parliamentary 
Notices for the Bill to be brought in next Session.. 

I am accordingly to request that the Commissioners of Irish Lights will at 
once place themselves in communication with the Port and Docks Board. 



The Secretary to the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 



1S9. 
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— No. 22 . — 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 7 1 °5 ) . 

Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-stieet 
Sir, Dublin, 14 October 1875. 

Referring to your letter of the 9th instant, on the subject of Poolbeg Lights. I 
am to acquaint you a copy of .same was at once forwarded to the Dublin Port and 
Docks Board, their attention being- called to the desirability of an early reply. 

The Board have been given to understand that your letter has been referred 
to a special committee, who will meet on the 18th instant, and they confidently 
hope to be in a position on the 22 nd instant to send forward copy of the com- 
munication from the Port Board, embodying their views in this matter now for 
such a lengthened period under discussion. 

I am, &c. 

The Assistant Secretary, (signed) Win. Lees. 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 



— No. 23. — 



Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 



(H. 7293 .) ' 

Irish Lights Office, vVestmoreland-street, 
Sir, Dublin, 22 nd October 1875. 

In further reference to your letter of the 9th instant, relative to the con- 
sideration by the Port .and Docks Board of your letters of the 13th February 
last and 25th March, regarding the repairs and future maintenance of Poolbeg 
Lighthouse, I am now directed by the Commissioners of Irish Lights to forward 
herewith, for the information of the Board of Trade, copy of communication 
received from the Port and Docks Board, under date the 21 st. instant, 011 this 
subject. 



I am, &c. 

Assistant Secretary, (signed) W. Lees, Secretary. 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 



Enclosure in No. 23. 

Port and Docks Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 21 October 1875. 

With reference to your communication, dated the 11th instant, forwarding copy of a 
letter, under date 9th instant, from the Board of Trade, with reference to tho repair of 
Poolbeg Lighthouse and premises, and to its transfer to this Board, I am directed to 
acquaint you, for the information of the Commissioners of Irish Lights, that this Board 
arc prepared to acquiesce in an application being made to Parliament for the transfer of 
the Poolbeg Lighthouse to this Board, such transfer to take place when the lighthouse 
and premises have been put in a permanent state of repair, as already proposed, or upon 
payment to this Board of a sum of money sufficient to put them in such state of permanent 
repair, the amount required for that purpose to be fixed by Sir John Coode and Mr. 
Stoney, or should they he unable to agree, by reference to a member of the Institute of 
Civil Engineers, to he mutually agreed on by them. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) F. E. Beane , 

Irish Lights Board, Dublin. Assistant Secretary. 
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— No. 24. — 

Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights, 

(H. 7293-) 

Boat'd of Trade (Harbour Department) 

Sir ™ te ! la11 Gardens, S.W., 1st November 1875. 

I am directed by the Board of Irade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 22nd ultimo, enclosing a communication from the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board on the subject of Poolbeg Light, in which they state their acquiescence in 
the proposed application to Parliament with a view to the transfer of the light to 
them, on condition that the lighthouse and premises are put in a permanent state 
of repair at the expense of the Hoard of Trade. 

In reply, I am to state that this Board will now cause the proper steps io be 
at once taken for the preparation of the necessary Parliamentary Notices ; and as 
the Port Board stipulate, and in accordance with the views of the Board of Trade 
as stated in mv letter to you of the 20th of March last, they will at the proper 
time authorise the Commissioners to have the lighthouse and premises put into 
thorough repair previous to the transfer, on the. distinct understanding that the 
Port Board themselves defray any requisite repairs to their pier called "the South 
Wall, on the extremity of which the. lighthouse and premises are situated. 

I am directed to request that you will move the Commissioners to cause 
the Port and Docks Board to be made acquainted with the contents of this 
letter. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



— No. 25. — 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 824b.) 

Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland -street, 
Dublin, 26 November 1875. 

With reference to your letter of the 1st instant, on subject of steps beinc 
taken by application to Parliament to enable the transfer of the Poolbeg 
Lighthouse to' the jurisdiction and maintenance of the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board, I am to acquaint you a copy of your letter was forwarded to the above 
Board, and I have now to transmit, copy of their reply this day received, and 
which I am to request you will be so good as to submit to the Board of Trade 
for the information of their Lordships. 

I am &c. 

The Assistant Secretary, (signed) \V. Lees. 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 



Enclosure in No. 25. 

Port and Docks Office, Dublin, 

Sir, . 26th November 1875. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 8th instant, enclosing a 
communication from the Board of Trade under date 1st instant, in further relation to 
Poolbeg Lighthouse. 

In reference to the observation in the Board of Trade’s letter proposing to put the 
lighthouse and premises in repair, “ on the distinct understanding that the Port and Docks 

Board themselves defray any requisite repairs to their pier called the South Wall, on the 
. “ extremity of which the lighthouse and premises are situate,” I am to request you will 
favour this Board with an explanation as to what the Board of Trade desire thereby to 
convey, as it would seem to imply that the repairs of the base of the lighthouse devolve 
on this Board, and that the Commissioners of Irish Lights are responsible only for the 
superstructure, whereas, there can be no doubt as to the fact that the base or foundation 
of the lighthouse is independent of the wall, and was built anterior thereto. 
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In confirmation of this, and in proof the Board of Trade were of the same opinion, and 
recognised their liability for its maintenance by previous expenditure, I am to refer you 
to former correspondence, and especially ■ to their letter to the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights of the 17th June 1874, wherein, they offered a sum of 5,800?. to this Board to 
repair the base of the lighthouse in accordance with the recommendation of Sir John 
Coode. 

I am to add, the Board regret they had not an opportunity of considering the Parlia- 
mentary notice, as they were led to expect by the above letter from the Board of Trade, 
and they desire me to state that they cannot be expected to be a party to the proposed 
measure unless it carries out the arrangement embodied in my letter to you of the 21st 
ultimo. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) JY. Proud, 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. Secretary. 



— No. 26. — 

Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

(H. 8246.) 

Board of Trade (Harbour Department), 

Sir, Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 9 December 1875. 

I am directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 26th ultimo, enclosing copy of a further communication from the Dublin 
Port and Docks Board on the subject of Poolbeg Light in which that Board ask 
for an explanation of the last letter from this office, and refer to the letter of the 
17th June 1874 (wherein the Board of Trade offered to sanction condition- 
ally a payment of 5,800 l. for the remedial works recommended by Sir John 
Coode), as a recognition of the liability of this Department for the maintenance 
of the lighthouse and its base. 

In reply I am now to observe that the Board of Trade do not admit, nor have 
they ever admitted, that the Commissioners of Irish Lights are responsible for 
the repair and maintenance of this lighthouse, or of the pier on which it is 
built. 

What they desired to convey in their letter of the 1st ultimo was that which 
they had already stated to the Commissioners (to be communicated to the Port 
Board) in the letter of the 25tn March last, namely, that though not considering 
themselves in any way liable for the maintenance either of the lighthouse or 
pier, they would be prepared to “ authorise the expenditure necessary to put the 
“ lighthouse itself in repair before handing it over to the Port Board.” 

From the terms of the Port Board letter of the 21st October, taken in conjunc- 
tion with the tenor of the previous correspondence, the Board of Trade might 
feel warranted in concluding that that authority concurred, but it was to prevent 
the possibility of any future misunderstanding tliat this Board again referred in 
detail to the proposed arrangement in my letter of the 1st ultimo. 

The liability of the local funds for the maintenance of both pier and light- 
house was fully admitted by the Port Board in 1854, when the control of the 
Mercantile Marine Fund became vested in the Board of Trade, and the Board of 
Trade at that time allowed the lighthouse to remain on the list of general lights 
only on the understanding that a sum which was then estimated as sufficient for 
the maintenance of the lighthouse should be annually paid out of port funds to 
the credit of the Mercantile Marine Fund. This sum, less than 400 l. per 
annum, could at no time have been deemed sufficient for the maintenance and 
repair of the 'pier, or of that portion of it on which the lighthouse and premises 
stand. 

The next arrangement with the Port Board followed on the separation of that 
Board from the Lighthouse Board, and in settling a variety of questions which 
arose out of the separation of the two Boards, the Board of Trade under the then 
existing circumstances agreed to pay out of the Mercantile Marine Fund a sum 
sufficient to put that portion of the pier which is seaward of the lighthouse in 
repair once for all before handing over the lighthouse to the Port Board. This 
they accordingly did, hut before the light could be handed over, further damage 
happened to the pier, for which, as they stated at the time, they did not hold 
themselves liable. Eventually, however, in 1874, as there appeared to be some 
doubt whether the agreement of 1870 might not have been considered to throw 
upon them the cost of these unforeseen expenses, the Board of Trade in their 

letter 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




POOLBEG LIGHTHOUSE. 



2 5 

letter of the 17th June 1S74 offered to pay a sum of 5,800 1. on the understanding 
that the Mercantile Marine Fund was at once to he relieved of all further charges 
in respect of this light. 

As the Port Board however distinctly declined to carry out this agreement as 
regards the lighthouse, this doubtful liability which the Board of Trade had 
been willing to compromise no longer existed, and the case now stands on its 
own merits. 

Under these circumstances the Board of Trade, after a review of the whole 
question, the result of which was to leave them more satisfied than ever that the 
light, whether inclusive or exclusive of the portion of the pier on which it stands, 
never did belong to, and never should have beeu a charge on, the Mercantile 
Marine Fund, informed the Port Board of the conclusion at which they had 
arrived, and of the steps they proposed to take to obtain a Bill, the object of 
which is to remove all possible doubt from the minds of the Port Board as to 
their statutory ability to maintain Poolbeg. 

The Board of Trade have all aloug been desirous to deal in a liberal spirit 
with a body so long associated with the Lighthouse authority, but it is 
impossible, in the face of the letter of the Port of Dublin Corporation, of May 
1854, iu which they ask this Department to assist in obtaining an Act of Parlia- 
ment to relieve the port funds of their acknowledged liability, that the Board of 
Trade can now admit the Mercantile Marine Fund liable. 

I am to request that you will move the Commissioners of Irish Lights to 
cause the Port Board to be made acquainted with the contents of this letter, and 
to remind' them that, since the agreement of 1870 was repudiated by them, the 
Commissioners have expended a considerable sum in respect of this light, 
and that the Port Board have not continued their contributions for its main- 
tenance. 

With regard to the observations of the Port Board on not being consulted on 
the subject of the preparation of the Parliamentary Notice, it will be seen that, 
having regard to the protracted delay until the 21st October by the Port Board, 
in considering the communications made by this Department in the months of 
February and March last, and also to the date at which the Notice had to be 
published, there was, if a Bill was to be introduced at all, no time, after your 
letter of the 22nd October had been duly considered, to consult any one in 
Ireland, or to do more than give the requisite instructions to the Parliamentary 
Agents. 

The consultation which the Port Board appear to have wished for would have 
been the means of rendering the introduction of any Bill next Session 
impossible. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



(H.31O 



— No. 27. — 



Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 



Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-street, Dublin, 
Sir, 1 January 1876. 

With reference to your letter of the 9th ultimo, in reply to mine of the 
26th November last, forwarding copy of a letter from the Port and Dock Board 
under similar date, relative to Poolbeg Lighthouse, I am to acquaint you, 
that the Commissioners of Irish Lights, having directed a copy of your letter 
to be transmitted to that body, have received a repty thereto, a copy of which 
I am now to enclose, for the information of the Board of Trade. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) W* Lees , Secretary. 

The Assistant Secretary, 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 
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Enclosure in No. 2 7- 

Port and Docks Office, Dublin, 

g^. 24 December 1875. 

I am "directed to acknowledge your letter of tbe 13th instant, enclosing a further com- 
munication from the Board of Trade in reference to Poolbeg Lighthouse, and to state the 
Board regret to find that after they had anticipated an amicable settlement of the subject 
■would have arisen from the concessions they had made, the Board of Trade should now 
introduce a new question not contemplated in any correspondence previous to their letter 
of the 25th of March last; viz., that in the agreement to put the lighthouse in a per- 
manent state of repair, a distinction is sought to be drawn between the base of the tower 
and the superstructure. It is not the desire of this Board to follow the Board of Trade 
in all the general statements made in their letter, but they prefer confining themselves to 
the facts in relation to the history of this lighthouse, as shown by the correspondence. 

1st. The allusion in this Board’s letter to the sum named by Sir John Coode was not 
offered as evidence of the admission of the liability of the Board of Trade to maintain 
the lighthouse, as represented in their letter, but as proof of the fact that the works con- 
templated by him embraced the thorough repair of the base of the lighthouse. 

2nd. As to the statement of the Board of Trade « that they do not admit, nor never 
“ have admitted their responsibility for the repair and maintenance of this lighthouse, or 
ee of the pier on which it is built,” I am, in the first instance, to refer you to my last 
letter, in which it is pointed out that the lighthouse is not built on the South Wall, 
yet the Board of Trade take no notice of that fact, but proceed on a contrary assump- 
tion As to their non-admission of liability to maintain the lighthouse, I am now to quote 
from the letter from the Ballast Office of the 9th of July 1853, to the Board of Trade ; 
viz, “ That the result of an interview with Mr. Cardwell (then President of the Board 
“ of Trade) was that the existing harbour lights in Ireland (Howth, Dunmore, 

« Donaghadee, and Poolbeg), were to be maintained under the provisions of the Bill 
“ which the Government were about to bring into Parliament, out of the general iunds, and 
“in the same manner as they had hitherto been supported, ’ and, “ on that understanding 
“the (then Ballast) Board refrained from remonstrance on the then contemplated appro- 
“ priation to general lighthouse purposes as arranged by the Bill, of the large sum (of 
“ 100,000 /.), they had accumulated by persevering and rigid economy,” and “ of which 
“ fund Poolbeg Lighthouse had contributed the largest portion.” 

The reply of the Board of Trade, dated 13 J uly 1853, states that, “ Mr.Cardwell s state- 
“ ment as regards these lights was to the effect that he took into consideration the main- 
“ tenance of the Harbour lights as one of the reasons why the proposed arrangement 
“ should be regarded as beneficial to Ireland.” _ 

I am to refer to the provisions of “ The Merchant Shipping Act of 1854,’ and ‘ Ihe 
Port Act of 1867,” as fully carrying out the undertaking of Mr. Cardwell, in accord- _ 
ance with which the above three lighthouses, as well as Poolbeg, have ever since been 
maintained out of the general lighthouse funds. From the correspondence of 1854, it 
appears that immediate necessity for repairing the base of the lighthouse occurred at that 
period, and the questions arose as to the liability of the Board of Trade to pay for the 
repairs, and accordingly, on the 17th May 1854, they wrote, “ as regards the foundation of 
“ the lighthouse, my Lords request the Corporation will not overlook any works that may 
“ be necessary to the permanence of that building, leaving the question who are the 
“ parties liable to the outlay for future consideration.” To this the Ballast Board acquiesced 
by their letter of the 26th May 1854, and the works were done at the expense of the Mercan- 
tile Marine Fund. After further correspondence, the Board of Trade, on the 1st of August . 
1856, wrote, “ assuming that it is the intention of the Ballast Board to abide by their 
“ resolution to pay from the port dues an equivalent sum to what the toll on this hght- 
“ house would have produced if charged, so that Poolbeg Lighthouse should contribute to 
“ the general fund from which it is to be maintained, my Lords see no difficulty in coming 
“ to the conclusion that the expense of maintaining this light should be defrayed out ot 
“ the Mercantile Marine Fund,” and which undertaking to maintain the lighthouse has 
been fulfilled to the present. . . 

It will be observed from this letter that the Board of Trade in their last communication 
have fallen into an error in stating that the sum to be contributed from the Port I unds 
“ was estimatad as sufficient for the maintenance of the lighthouse;” the arguments resting 
upon that statement need not therefore be further referred to. . , 

Again I have to point out that the Board of Trade are in error in stating ^that by the 
arrangement of 1870 “ they agreed to pay, out of the Mercantile Marine bund, a sum 
“ sufficient to put that portion of the pier which is seaward of the lighthouse, in repair. ^ 
No such undertaking was given, nor was there any reference made to a “ pier, nor l 
there a “ pier” eastward of the lighthouse. The agreement was “ to place the base o 
“ the lighthouse and dwellings in a permanent and thorough state of repair,” as stated in 
the Board of Trade’s letter of the let of June 1870. . . 

This agreement has not been carried out, for the reasons given in my letter ot toe 
March 1875. The offer of the Board of Trade to pay the sum ot 5,800 /.was notin accordance 
with that agreement, and this Board were quite at liberty to dissent from it, and desir _ 
to express their regret that the Board of Trade should have charged them with^ re P^ 
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“ diating ” it, when they were in possession of the legal difficulties which were afterwards 
discovered, and which prevented them from carrying it out without fresh legislation ; but 
upon the intimation of the Board of Trade to apply to Parliament for a special Act to 
vest the lighthouse in this Board, they submitted to the course proposed, and in their 
letter of the 5th March 1875, they “ stated that when the lighthouse shall have been 
“ placed in a state of permanent repair this Board will not offer any objection to its 
“ being transferred to their charge.” 

While referring to this letter, I am to state that the early period of this their acquies- 
cence in the proposed measure, gave ample time to enable the Board of Trade to confer 
with them as to the form the Parliamentary Notice was to take. 

In regard to the atateinent of the Board of Trade, that the Port Board have not con- 
tinued their annual contribution under the arrangement of 1854, I have to remind you 
that, by the agreement of 1870. that contribution was not to be paid so long as your 
Commissioners remained in occupation of the North Wall premises ; and as that occupa- 
tion only ceased in the month of May last, the Board cannot arrive at what their contri- 
bution will amount to until May 1876. And while on the subject, I am again to point 
out that the sum of 600 1, paid on account of repairing the lignthouse out of the port 
funds, has not yet been repaid from the Mercantile Marine Fund. 

It is only necessary to add that this lighthouse, built by, and for a lengthened period 
maintained from, the public funds, and not from local rates, is equally entitled, from the 
undertaking given by the President of the Board of Trade in 1853, to be maintained out 
of the Mercantile Marine Fund, as the other three lighthouses named; and as trustees 
of the harbour of Dublin, the Port and Docks Board consider they have made a large 
concession in placing the cost of its future maintenance on the port of Dublin, when the 
Board of Trade carryout their agreement of 1870, to place it in a thorough and permanent 
state of repair. 

I am, &c. 

t The Secretary, . (signed) N. Proud, Secretary. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



— No. 28.— 



Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



(H. 769.) 



Board of Trade (Harbour Department), 

Sir, Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 8 February 1876. 

I am directed by tlie Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 1 st ultimo, enclosing the further observations of the Dublin Port 
and Docks Board, on the subject of the transfer of Poolbeg Lighthouse, on the 
repairs at that station, and more particularly on the letter from this department 
of the 9th December. 

The Board of Trade are unable to assent to some of the statements of the 
Port Board, many of which, moreover, seem irrelevant to the question at 
issue. 

The position of Poolbeg, with reference to the Mercantile Marine Fund, is quite 
different from that of the lights referred to by Mr. Cardwell in 1853. Only 
three harbour lights were under a general lighthouse authority in Ireland previous 
to 1810, and were transferred by Act of Parliament to the charge of the Ballast 
Board at that time, viz., Dunmore, Donaghadee, and Hovvth, and these had 
previously been maintained out of a general lighthouse fund. Poolbeg, on 
the contrary, had always been maintained out of port funds. 

This was fully admitted by the Port of Dublin Corporation in 1854 and 1856 
by their letter of the 26th May 1854, appealing to the Board of Trade to assist 
them in obtaining an Act of Parliament to relieve port funds of the liability, 
and by the resolution placed by them, of their own accord, and without com- 
municating with this department, on their journals in 1854, which resolution 
was afterwards confirmed by their agreement with the Board of Trade in 1856, 
to pay out of port funds for the maintenance of the light. 

The Port Board refer to 100,000 l. (the greater part of which is stated by them 
to have been contributed by Poolbeg) paid into the Mercantile Marine Fund prior 
to 1856. It should, however, be remembered that the revenue from Irish lights 
falls far short of the annual expenditure on the same, and an expenditure probably 
more than equivalent to the sum named above has been incurred since 1854 
from sources of Mercantile Marino Fund revenue, other than Irish lighthouse 
189 . E tolls. 
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tolls, in the establishment of the 20 new lighthouses and seven new lightships 
placed on the Irish coast during the period in question, at a cost of little under 
200,000 l. 

When Parliament granted funds for the erection of the South Wall and of 
Poolbeg Lighthouse, it also gave the Dublin Ballast Board power to levy dues 
for the maintenance of those works, and both the lighthouse and the South Wall 
were maintained out of port dues until 1810. 

From that date, for about 36 years, the Ballast Board levied from the passing 
trade a toll which was subsequently found to be illegal, and assuming that the 
larger portion of the 100,000/. handed over to the Mercantile Marine Fund was 
levied, as the Port Board believe, in respect of Poolbeg, the transfer* of that 
amount to the fund of the passing- trade seems no more than just, even if 
Parliament had had no other object in view in so transferring it. 

The circumstances have also been greatly modified since the arrangement of 
1856 was arrived at. The average annual cost of maintenance was then stated 
by the Ballast Board (in their letter of the 15th August 1856) at 520/., and 
the revenue which would have been realised by a toll was estimated at 375 /. 
per annum. 

It was reasonable to suppose that as trade increased in the course of years, 
the annual contribution would come to equal the expenditure for maintenance, 
and this anticipation would no doubt have been realised but for the large abate- 
ment of dues that has been made since 1856, and but for the fact that a wholly 
unlooked-for expenditure has since been found to be required for repairs, 
necessitated in great part by the stronger action of the sea on the pier, resulting 
from works for the improvement of Dublin Harbour. 

These changed circumstances of the case would have by themselves constituted 
ground sufficient to induce the Board of Trade to reconsider the arrangement of 
1856. There were, however, other considerations to lead them to that course. 

Legislation (as observed above) had never imposed on them the obligation of 
maintaining the lighthouse out of the Mercantile Marine Fund ; while on the 
contrary the Acts of the Irish Parliament referred to in previous correspondence 
provided funds out of which it was to be maintained, and was actually main- 
tained until 1810 ; and it became more than ever necessary to come to a new 
arrangement as regards Poolbeg, when, after the separation in 1869-70 of the 
Light and the Port Board, the latter ceased to be a general lighthouse authority, 
and when they insisted on charging the Mercantile Marine Fund with a heavy 
rent for premises which had been occupied for lighthouse purposes rent-free for 
nearly 60 years. 

It may be added, that had the dues for Irish lights not been reduced, as they 
have been by some 70 per cent, since 1854, the amount to be now contributed 
by the Port Board under the arrangement of 1856 would be so large that, in 
their own interest, they would have had reason to ask that that arrangement 
should be revised, and the Board of Trade would have been quite prepared to 
consider such a proposal. 

In their letter now under reply the Port Board complain that the Board of 
Trade take no notice of the fact that the lighthouse is not built on the South 
Wall, and explain that their allusion to the sum named by Sir John Coode was 
not offered as evidence of the admission of the liability of the Board of Trade to 
maintain the lighthouse, but as proof of the fact that the works contemplated by 
him embraced the thorough repair of its base. 

The extent, however, ot the liability, if any, of this Board for the cost of the 
works at Poolbeg is not affected by the question whether it is a portion of the 
South Wall, or the actual base of the lighthouse, that needs such expensive repairs, 
inasmuch as “ the light, as already stated, whether inclusive or exclusive of the 
“ portion ot the pier on which it stands, never did belong to, and never should 
“ have been a charge on, the Mercantile Marine Fund.” (Board of Trade letter 
of the 9th December.) 

No evidence, however, has been put before the Board of Trade that the light 
is not built on or into the breakwater. Sir John Coode, in his report, refers to 
the “ Breakwater apron surrounding the tower.” 

This breakwater apron serves not only for the protection of the lighthouse, 
but also of the South Wall Pier ; and even if it could be shown — which of course 
this Board do not admit, and even the Port’ Board do not attempt to establish 
this — that the Mercantile Marine Fund is solely liable for the maintenance of the 

light. 
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light, it would still be but equitable, irrespective of any previous legislation <dvin°- 
them funds for the purpose, that the Port Board should share with the Mercan- 
tile Marine Fund the cost of repairing this breakwater apron, more especially as 
its security seems to have been affected by the results of harbour dredo-ino-, & c . 
in a more powerful action of the sea upon it. 

Mr. Stonev’s estimate of the expenditure required was 700/. to be expended 
in 1874. and 4,000 /. “for any additional blocks that may be required during 
“ the next eight or ten years after 1874.” At the same time, 1874, Sir John 
Coode recommended that 1,500 /. should be expended at once, stating that an 
additional 4,300 /. would be required for “the re -construction of the breakwater 
“ apron,” and some minor work. The Board of Trade, as they have so frequently 
observed already, do not admit any liability for repairs to this lighthouse or pier, 
which they must consider as purely local works ; but even could they so far 
acquiesce in the view of the Port Board as to admit any degree of liability, it 
is manifestly out of all reason that they should be required to bear the entire 
cost of works to extend over six or eight years from the present time, or of the 
complete reconstruction of portion of the harbour breakwater. 



The following statement comprises the more recent expenditure on repairs at 
Poolbeg : — 



Under the arrangement of 1870, and, in the words 
of Mr. Stoney (Report of 24th February 1869), 
“ to make a complete job, and have done with 
“ it once for all,” the Board of Trade sanctioned 
an expenditure of - 

Upon the Report of Sir. J. Coode, a further outlay 
was provisionally sanctioned of - 
A further expenditure was provisionally sanc- 
tioned by Board of Trade letter of 25th 
September 1875 - - 

The Port Board has expended without authority 
from the Board of Trade - 
And the Board of Trade have expended on the 
lighthouse and dwellings about - 



£. s. d. 



2,500 - - 



1,500 - - 

130 - - 

600 16 9 

300 - - 



Making a Total Expenditure, so far 
known up to the present, of, say -J 



The Board of Trade are still prepared, us stated in their previous letters, to 
act in a liberal spirit in this matter, and though remaining of opinion that the 
Poolbeg Light has already thrown upon the Mercantile Marine Tund a large 
expenditure which it should not properly bear, they are ready to sanction, as a 
final settlement of the subject in dispute, payment (in addition to the 1,500/. 
sanctioned by their letter of the 8th January 1875, to the 3 30 l. sanctioned in 
September last, and to the 600 /. 16 s. 9 d. referred to in the Port Board letter 
of the 30th January 1875), of a further sum for such expenditure as can be 
shown to this Board to be necessary between the present time and say the 
1st October next, when the Port Board would take over the light. 

A draft of the Bill, as settled by the Parliamentary Counsel to Her Majesty’s 
Government, for vesting the lighthouse in the Dublin Port and Docks Board, 
is transmitted herewith, and the blanks in it can be filled in, on that Board 
assenting to the proposed arrangement. 

I am to request that the Commissioners of Irish Lights will cause the Port 
Board to be made acquainted with the contents of this letter, and will send to 
them at the same time the draft of the Bill for their inspection, and any remarks 
they may desire to make. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



189. 
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— No. 29. — 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 1 47 1 -) 

Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-street, 
gj,. Dublin, 19 February 1876. 

With reference to your letter of the 8th instant, further on the subject 
of Poolbeg Lighthouse, also transmitting Draft Bill vesting that structure in 
the Dublin Port and Docks Board, a copy of -which letter, with Draft Bill, was 
forwarded to the above Board, as intimated to you in my letter of the 10th 
instant, I am now to enclose, for the information of the Board of Trade, copy of 
reply from the Port Board under date the 1 8tli instant. 

1 am, &c. 

The Assistant Secretary, (signed) W. Lees. 

Harbour Dapartment, Board of Trade, 

London. 



Enclosure in No. 29. 



Port and Docks Office, Dublin, 

g n . 3 18 February 1876. 

Having submitted to the Board your letter of the 9th instant, forwarding copy ot 
letter from the Board of Trade, in reference to this Board’s communication of the 24th 
December last, with respect to Poolbeg Lighthouse, I am directed to state that this Board 
are (dad to understand that the Board of Trade are now ready to sanction the necessary 
expenditure to carry out the agreement of 1870. 

Upon reference to the Draft Bill accompanying their letter, it would appear the 
Board of Trade propose that this Board should carry out the necessary works. To this 
proposal the Board desire to offer no objection if the sum to be paid be sufficient, and 
which they have carefully estimated as follows : — 



Repairs of foundations, as estimated by Sir John Coode, and sanctioned 
in the Board of Trade’s letter of 17th June 1874 
Repairs of superstructure, dwellings, stores, and offices - 
Legal and incidental expenses -------- 



£• 

4,300 

750 

150 



d. 



5,200 - - 

Add, sum expended by Port Board, and already embodied in \ 
the Draft Bill 600 16 9 



£. 



5,800 16 9 



This total sum of 5,800 l. 16 s. 9 d., the Board are willing to accept as a final settle- 
ment ; but should the Board of Trade not adopt this estimate, the Port Board are prepared 
to submit it to the decision of their engineer in conjunction with Sir John Coode, as already 
expressed in their letter of the 21st October 1875. At the same time it is right to 
observe that it will not be possible to complete the works by the 1st October next. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) N. Proud, Secretary. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin. 



— No. 30. — 

Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

047L) 

Board of Trade (Harbour Department), 
Sir, Whitehall Gardens, S-W., 7 March 1876. 

I am directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of“the 19th ultimo, in which you transmit a copy of a letter from the Port Board 
dated the previous day, and purporting to be a reply to my letter of the 
8th February on the subject of Poolbeg Lighthouse. 

Referring 
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Referring to the second paragraph' of the present communication from the 
Port Board, I am to express the surprise of the Board of Trade at the remark 
that the Port Board “ are gJad to understand that the Board of Trade are now 
ready to sanction the necessary expenditure to carry out the argeement of 
1870.” 

A glance at my last letter will show that there was no reference in it to this 
agreement, and nothing that could justify such an interpretation of it. The 
Board of Trade have already expended a much larger sum upon repairs to 
Poolbeg Lighthouse than they contemplated when they entered into the arrange- 
ment of 1870. 

They have not only expended the amount which the Port Board estimated as 
required for the repair of the then existing damage, but they have since 
sanctioned further payments amounting to 1,630 L, which have been expended 
in repairing damages that have occured since that agreement was entered 
into. 

The Board of Trade have thoughout this correspondence distinctly stated that 
they are not now prepared to renew either the arrangement of 1856 or the 
agreement of 1870 ; the former having naturally been brought under revision, 
when the Port Board ceased to be a general lighthouse authority, and the latter 
having been repudiated by the Port Board in 1874. 

The Commissioners of Irish Lights are aware that the agreement of 1870 was 
entered into with the view of settling certain questions in dispute that had arisen 
from the separation of the two Boards, the principal of which were, — 

•(1). The claim of the Port Board that the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
should give up to them certain premises at the North Wall which, though 
belonging to the Port Board before they became (in 1810) a general 
lighthouse authority, had been occupied as lighthouse premises for nearly 
60 years. 

(2.) The requirement of the Board of Trade that the Port Board should 
take over the management and maintenance of Poolbeg Lighthouse, which 
was a local light for the Port of Dublin, and for the maintenance of which 
funds had been provided long before the Port Board had become a light- 
house authority, and for which no funds had otherwise been legally pro- 
vided. 

The Port Board, yvhile a general lighthouse authority, had (under the arrange- 
ment of 1856) included this light with the general passing lights, and contributed 
ail annual sum for its maintenance that had proved quite inadequate for the 
purpose. 

At the time of the arrangement of 1870, the apron of the breakwater on which 
the lighthouse is situated had been severely damaged by a storm, and the Board 
of Trade had protested that they could no longer authorise payments for its 
maintenance out of the Mercantile Marine Fund. 

After some correspondence, it was agreed that the Board of Trade should once 
for all execute these repairs, and then hand over the lighthouse to the Port 
Board, to whom the premises at the North Wall should at the same time be also 
handed over. 

It was arranged that the engineer of the Port Board should undertake the 
repairs, which that Board estimated would cost 2,500/. These repairs were duly 
executed, and the money expended on them paid by the Board of Trade ; but 
before the lighthouse was actually transferred, further and more serious damage 
was done to the apron of the breakwater by fresh storms. 

The Board of Trade held that they were not responsible for the further repairs 
required, but in order to settle a dispute of long standing, they offered a com- 
promise in 1874, when to their astonishment the Port Board stated, for the first 
time, that they were not legally competent to fulfil the agreement which they 
had entered into in 1870, or to take over the light. 

The Board of Trade having fulfilled the obligations contemplated at the time 
of entering into the agreement, and being released by the Port Board from any 
doubtful obligations that might have arisen under the agreement, had to re- 
consider their position, and it was not without much careful investigation and 
consideration that they decided on the course they ought to pursue. 

They obtained from the Commissioners of Irish Lights and from their own 
189 . e 3 records 
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records papers relating to the early history of this light, which had not been 
before them when they entered into the agreement of 1870, and they discovered 
as has been shown in the previous letters of this correspondence, that the question 
of the liability of the Port Board for the maintenance of Pool beg was by no 
means the doubtful question it had been represented to be. 

The circumstances were now much changed, and the Board of Trade felt they 
might with justice at once require the Commissioners of Irish Lights to with- 
draw their light-keepers, leaving to the Port Board the responsibility of main- 
taining the light. Having regard, however, to the serious consequences of an 
interregnum, should the Port Board not at once take up the duty, they deter- 
mined to seek from' Parliament an Act relieving them from all responsibility in 
the matter. They then sent instructions to the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
to give up the North Wall premises, and shortly afterwards made known to them 
their intentions for the information of the Port Board 

As has already been pointed out, it is impossible that under the now altered 
circumstances of the case, the Board of Trade can either go back to the repu- 
diated agreement of 1870, or that they can agree, as the Port Board now pro- 
pose, to pay the whole cost of the works for the reconstruction of the break- 
water apron which Sir J. Coode and Mr. Stoney (who is the engineer to the 
Port and Docks Board) proposed should be carried out in the course of eight or 
10 years. As pointed out in my last letter, this would not be equitable, even 
were this lighthouse altogether a proper charge on the Mercantile Marine Fund, 
and a light with the maintenance of which the Port Board had no concern. 

It will be seen from my last letter that the Board of Trade would be prepared 
to allow, as a charge on the Mercantile Marine Fund, the expenditure that has 
already been incurred, and also such further expenditure as may be properly 
spent upon the works before October next. 

The Board of Trade are at a loss to comprehend how the Port Board should 
have so entirely misunderstood their letter, and the liberal proposition it con- 
tained, and much regret that such a misapprehension should have arisen. 

In their desire to deal liberally with a Board so long associated with them in 
the general administration of Irish lights, the Board of Trade feel that they 
have gone beyond what they would have been fairly justified in doing without 
the sanction of Parliament, which they are at once about to seek. 

As the Session is now advancing, the introduction of the Bill cannot be further 
delayed, and as the Port Board have not taken advantage of the proposal that 
they should name the sum that should be expended by the 1st day of October 
next, the Board of Trade have now no alternative but to do so themselves, and 
to cause the Bill to be introduced into Parliament forthwith. 

I am instructed therefore to request that you will move the Commissioners 
of Irish Lights to cause the Port Board to be at once made acquainted with the 
contents of this letter, and to be informed that the sum to be stated in the Bill 
to be paid to them is, 600 l. in respect of repairs already executed, and 1,500 1. 
in respect of repairs to be carried out by the 1st of October, making in all 
2,100 1. I am, however, to add that if the Port Board can show that the apron 
breakwater will require a larger sum to be expended on it before October 
next than 1,500 L, the amount can be altered in Committee. 

As regards the tower and dwellings, I am to request that you will cause a 
careful estimate to be made and forwarded, with full particulars, to this office, of 
the expenditure necessary to put them in good repair. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary to the (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin. 
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— No. 31.— 

Commissioners of Irish Lights to Board of Trade. 

(H. 2321 .) 

Irish Lights Office, Westmoreland-street, 
Sir, Dublin, 18. March 1876. 

The Commissioners of Irish Lights having caused to be forwarded to the 
Dublin Port and Docks Board a copy of your letter of the 7th instant, further 
in reference to the amount of the final payment to be made to that body on the 
transfer of Poolbeg Lighthouse to their custody, I am directed to forward 
herewith, for the information of the Board of Trade, copy of a letter received in 
reply thereto, under date the 17th instant. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Owen Armstrong, 

The Assistant Secretary, For Secretary. 

Harbour Department, Board of Trade. 



Enclosure in No. 31. 

Port and Docks Office, Dublin, 

Sir, > 17 March 1876. 

In reply to the letter from the Board of Trade under date 7th instant, copy of which 
you were good enough to forward on the 8th instant, I am directed to state that the Port 
and Docks Board regret that any misunderstanding should have arisen as to the meaning 
of the Board of Trade’s letter of the 8th ultimo. 

With respect to the period for completing the works necessary to place the base of the 
lighthouse in a state of permanent repair, I am to observe that it would be impossible to 
lay the massive blocks required for the purpose by the 1st October next, as the block 
wharf is already occupied with blocks for harbour works in progress, many of which will 
not be fit to move for some months to come, and in order to take full advantage of the 
working season at such an exposed place as Poolbeg, it is necessary to commence operations 
at the beginning of each year. 

I am further to add, that the Port and Docks Board are unable to depart from their 
proposal made in their letters of 21st October 1875 and 18th ultimo. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) N. Proud, Secretary. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin. 



— No. 32. — 



Board of Trade to Commissioners of Irish Lights. 



(H. 2321 .) 



Board of Trade (Harbour Department), 

Sir, Whitehall Gardens, S.W., 20 March 1876. 

Referring to your letter of the 18th instant, enclosing a further communica- 
tion from the Dublin Port and Docks Board, on the subject of the proposed 
transfer of Poolbeg Lighthouse, I am directed by the Board of Trade to acquaint 
you, for the information of the Commissioners of Irish Lights, that the sum 
mentioned in my letter of the 7th instant has been inserted in the Bill, which 
was brought in and read a first time on the 13th instant. 

The Parliamentary agent to this Board has reported that, in compliance with 
instructions from this office, he sent to the Secretary of the Port Board a copy 
of the Bill the day after it was introduced into the House of Commons. 



I am, &c. 

The Secretary to the (signed) C. Cecil Trevor. 

Commissioners of Irish Lights, Dublin. 
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COPY of Correspondence with die Board of 
Trade relative to the Repair and Maintenance 
of Poolbeg Lighthouse, in the Port of 
Dublin. 



{Sir Charles Adderley.) 



Ordered , by The House of Commons, to be 1‘ri.Ued, 
24 April 1876, 



1 89. 



Under if on. 
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